
Cent! al inis tr t̂i on Tri bun al
ir in cl i^al ^ en ch

u, V No, 2345/91

Ne.vlleibi, this the lith day of October, 1995.

Hon'ble Or, R,K» 3axena» l^e iber |j)
Ho n' bl e 3h, K.Muthuk um , Mem ber

1. Hand Lai s/o 3h. Mahadev

2. Lila -""'aP s/o Tara Chand
3. in ran s/o 3h. Bhaiwana
4. RrT'Oshwar s/o 3hri frabhati Lai
5. 3hanker s /o 3h. Narain

'6, Ani Lai s/o Sh, ml a

7. Lai Chand s/o 3h. Ghis a Ram

8. Ran 3waroop s/o 3h. Tula Ram
9^ 3ultan s/o 3h. 1.13ta Oin

(All were -working as C/L Gagmen -under
R.H.I, Ateli in ./eslern Railway:, vhich
is -under Assistant engineer, ./este n
P.ail'way, Al-war (Rajasthan) ano 1/0 ^
village yutubpuy Oistt. iiewari (Haryanay

( 3y 3hri ibgesh Gh -rma i-roxy for 3hri V,
Sharm a, civoc ate)

Versus

1. Union of India through
th e 3ener al Man a ger ,
,/es t ern Rai 1 way,
Church gate,
Bombay.

2. Ihe Uivi si on al Rai 1 'ay ilanag er vE),
Hestem Rai 1 way,
J ai yur.

3. The Assistant Engineer,
vVeste_n Railway.
AL-war (rigasthan)

( By None)

GRUERC Oral )

Bv H-^n'bleOKr. xR K. Sayen.^. Member (J);

• • • Api-l t

.riesi end ents

Learned yroxy counsel for the ari-licants contends that

the relief cl aimed by the applicants in this R. A. was already

granted by the res t-ond ents. In this connection, the order

d at ed 22.11.1991 wh i ch //as aoOut. tb—aQ t of

• • • • •



s.

/nka/

the 3i-j-licants has been sho-.vn to us. Ihe af»li .ants

had claimed relief about the direction to the rest-ondents

for regulai'is ?,ti on and for r e-eng agement in ^reference

to their juniors. The le.arn&d i-roxy counsel for the

api-licants contends that in view of the relief having

been granted to the apj-licants by the resi-ondents, t is

U A. has becOfae infructuous.

In vie -/ of the abcx/e facts and circumstances, the

O, A. is dismissed as h aving boc-^me infructuous .vlt,; no

order aS to costs.

f

A.K. Sax en a }
iVi^mber (j)

(K. iVi uHli ukUTi ar)
Merber ( a)


